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under the command of Phormio, 01. 87. 1. Alcibiacles being then twenty years of age, and Socrates thirty-nine. (SeeThucyd. L. l.s. 64.) The folly of Athenseus, who would prove, against the authority of Plato and of Antisthenes, that Socrates was not in any of these actions, is justly exposed by Casaubon: Annot. ad Athenaeum, L. 5. c. 15. "We may add, that if the silence of Tlmcydid.es could prove anything with regard to Socrates, it would prove, at least as strongly, that Alcibiades was not at Poticlsea neither; but the contrary is certain from that very oration of Isocrates, to which Athenseus refers, namely, that Hepi p. 352, where he is said to have gained the (which were a crown and a complete suit of armour) before that city; and if the orator had not totally suppressed the name of Socrates, it would have been highly injudicious in a discourse pronounced by the son of Alcibiades, where he was to exalt the character of his father, and by no means to lessen the merit of any of his actions. He left that to his enemies, who (it is likely) did not forget the generosity of Socrates on this occasion. It is clear from, the many oversights of Athenaeus here, that he either trusted to his memory, or only quoted from his own excerpta, and not from the originals. Plato mentions no second Apto-reta gained at Delium, and only speaks of the coolness and presence of mind shewn by Socrates in his retreat; as he has done also in the Laches. Athenseus affirms, that Alcibiades was not in the battle of Delium, but he assigns no reasons. If he concludes it from the silence of Thucyclides, as before, this is nothing, as